BEFORE THE TENNESSEE(REGULATORY AUTHQRITY |

NASHYILLE, TENNESSEE |

| IN‘RE:

PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF THE
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
~ BETWEEN CITIZENS |
COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY OF
TENNESSEE, L.L.C. D/B/A FRONTIER
| COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY OF
'TENNESSEE, L.L.C. AND ICG
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

- DOCKET NO. 02-00897

e ORPERAPPROVING
JINTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

> This matter came before Chairman Sara Kyle, Director Pat Mikller; and foectOr Rdn '
Jones of the Tenness‘eé Regulatory Authority (the “Authority”),‘ the Votiilg panei aésignéd to this
docket, at a regularly scheduled Authority Conference held oﬁ Sept‘emb‘er~‘23', 2002k tf) consider,
pufsuant to 47 U.S.C. § 252,‘ the Petition for approval of an intercophectibnvagyreement’negbt’iatked
between Citizens Telecommunications Compaiiy‘ of Tenﬁeséeé% L.L.C., i’d/b/a Frdntiern
Communications'ycompa.ny of TenneSsee, L.L.C’.I and ICG ’Co‘mmunic’atigns, Inc filed ’ on
july 15, 2002. E . |
| Based upon the réview of the agreemenf, ’the reéord in this‘ ‘mat‘te‘r,’ a,‘nd‘ the‘ standards for
review set forth in 47 U.S.C. § 252, the Directofs unahimoUSIy kgrkéht’kedﬁ the Petition and "m’ade the :

~ following findings and conclusions:




1) The Authority has Jurisdiction over public utilities pursuant to Ténn. COde Ann,

4) 47 US.C. § 252(e)(2)(A) provides that a state commxssmn may reject g

the agreement” or if the implementation of the agreement “is not consmtent W1th the public

interest, convenience of necessity.” Unlike arbitrate'dkagreements, a state commission may not

6) The agreement is reviewable by the‘Authority pursuant 'Vt’o 47 U,S.C. § 252 and

! See 47 US.C. § 252(e)(2)(B)(Supp. 2001).




Tennessee, L.L.C. and ICG Commum’cations, Inc. i

Authority as provided hereijn.




